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ABSTRACT

Korean movies are now entering the global market without staying in the domestic market. Especially, despite
the fact that the foreign films are imported and opened to the domestic market very much, there are more
domestic films that have succeeded in box office success. In this paper, we try to clarify the characteristics of
the voices of movies in order to feel horror among various genres of domestic movies. For this reason, the
criterion for the success of the movie is the number of paying audiences, so differences of the voice of the
characters of the horror movie that succeeded to hit the box office and the voice of the characters of the horror
movie that failed to hit the box are analyzed for verifying the success conditions in voice. In addition, we
would like to suggest what kind of voice should be used in order to succeed in the horror movie from the

voice point of view.
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Table 1. Subjects, starring movies and paid audiences

Paid Avebragef
Ranking Actor Numbers| Starring movies | audiences num' er o
(Persons) audiences
o (Persons)
Unidentified
1 A 1 meemttied | g67,386 | 867,386
video
Unidentified
1 B 2 meemttied | g67,386 | 867,386
video
Women’s High
School Ghost 1,784,479
Story 3
3 c 4 Yoga Academy | 271,514 640,429
Two Moons 426,706
Bunsinsaba 2 79,017
4 D | |Zhanghuahongre | o001 | 5146217
om
Scissors 334,364
5 E 2 544,901
Phone 755,437
6 F 1 Best Seller 1,099,665 1,099,665
Goomiho 174,797
7 G 2 409,845
Apartment 644,893
8 H 1 It is two 241,292 241,292
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able 9. Voice and sound characteristics of horror movies

Key Features

Contents

Reasons

*

High-frequency
range

(For example,
screaming in fear)

*

*

Pitch range :
higher than
300[Hz]

Energy : higher
than 70[dB]
Tones are rough
tones

Creation of fear

*

Normal range
(200 ~ 300[Hz])

Improves tone
with a scary
content

Improves reliability
in scary dialogue
or monologue for
increasing fears

E 7. Foll digh 54 B4 A
Table 7. Results of Voice Analysis for F
| Bandwidth| .
Sound Pitch | Jitter | Shimmer | NHR | Energy
of Pitch Remarks
Source | [Hz] [%] [dB] %] | [dB]
[Hz]
411.585 .
1 465.564 1.504 1.398 0.268 | 69.842 | screaming
~493.619
dialogue
100.747 )
2 307.621 2973 1.493 0.389 | 54.895 with
~513.782 .
high tone
80.159
3 195.175 2.706 1.421 0.379 | 50.804 | monologue
~308.394
72.735
4 179.575 4.948 1.534 | 0.379 |50.875 |monologue
~373.357
83.331
5 175.679 3.811 1.522 | 0.371 |55.827 | low tone
~391.631
1024

Background sound

Glass cracking
sound

Increase tension
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Table 10. Volce conditions that horror movies should
have for box-office success

Pitch Range

Contents

Higher part

* The energy to be applied to the voice must be

high in proportion to the pitch of the voice.

* The tone is tough to feel fear

Lower part

Increase reliability by enriching tone
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